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Introduction. Aim of this study was to compare the resting energy expenditure (REE) measured by the Douglas bag method
with the REE estimated with the FitMate method, the Harris-Benedict equation, and the M¨ uller et al. equation for individuals
with BMI < 18.5kg/m2 in a severe group of underweight patients with anorexia nervosa (AN). Methods. 15 subjects with AN
participated in the study. The Douglas bag method and the FitMate method were used to measure REE and the dual energy X-ray
absorptiometry to assess body composition after one day of refeeding. Results. FitMate method and the M¨ uller et al. equation gave
an accurate REE estimation, while the Harris-Benedict equation overestimated the REE when compared with the Douglas bag
method. Conclusion. The data support the use of the FitMate method and the M¨ uller et al. equation, but not the Harris-Benedict
equation, to estimate REE in AN patients after short-term refeeding.
1.Introduction
Total energy expenditure (TEE) in humans is determined by
resting energy expenditure (REE), dietary-induced thermo-
genesis, and energy cost of physical activity [1, 2]. REE is the
major fraction of TEE in sedentary people, accounting for
approximately 70% of TEE [2]. Several studies showed that
REE is low in underweight patients with AN compared with
normal-weight controls [3–16] and long-term recovered AN
patients [17]. The low REE seems mainly due to the loss
of lean body mass, a major determinant of REE [18], and
to a lesser extent, to the eﬀect of several neuroendocrine
changes (e.g., thyroid hormones, adrenal hormones, and
leptin) observed in underweight AN patients [19].
The accurate measurement of the REE in underweight
ANpatientsisclinicallyuseful,becauseitmayhelpus(i)pre-
dict the energy level necessary to promote weight restoration
and (ii) optimize nutritional rehabilitation preventing severe
medical complications such as the refeeding syndrome [20].
Indirect calorimetry, performed with the subject in supine
position after an overnight fast, is the most valid method
used to measure REE [21]. Unfortunately, this technology
is not available in the majority of the hospitals, because it
requires skilled technicians and sophisticated methodologies
that are costly and diﬃcult to apply in standard clinical
settings [16].
Predictive formulas of REE may be used as an alternative
to indirect calorimetry that may be utilized by clinicians.
The most cited and used predictive formula is the Harris-
Benedict equation which includes age, stature, and body
weight to estimate REE [22]. Unfortunately, data available
on AN patients indicate that Harris-Benedict equation over-
estimates REE [15, 16, 23, 24]. To overcome this problem,
a correction of this equation was derived speciﬁcally for
individuals with AN and validated in 37 hospitalized female
AN patients [24]. However, subsequent studies found that
the Schebendach formula is useful for adolescents [25]b u t
seemstounderestimatetheREEinyoungadults[16]patients
with AN.
A method that might overcome the limits of predictive
formulas requires the use of fat-free mass (FFM, kg), and
fat mass (FM, kg) to estimate REE. By using this procedure,2 J o u r n a lo fN u t r i t i o na n dM e t a b o l i s m
M¨ uller et al. developed diﬀerent formulas for diﬀerent range
of body mass index (BMI), including one for a BMI <
18.5kg/m 2 [26]. However, this procedure has never been
implemented in AN patients by FFM and FM values assessed
by means of gold standard body composition methods, such
as dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA).
Recently, advancements in technology have led to the
development of relatively inexpensive devices, such as
BodyGem [27] and the FitMate [28], designed for estimating
REE by measuring only oxygen consumption that might
make the use of the indirect calorimetry more popular
in clinical settings. Although they have been shown to be
accurate when compared with the Douglas bag system [27,
28], the data obtained in severe underweight AN patients
are somewhat controversial [29]. For instance, systems for
indirect calorimetry that assumed ﬁxed respiratory quotient
showed a signiﬁcant bias with increasing RMR [30].
Aim of this study was to compare the results obtained
by Douglas bag system in assessing REE with the FitMate
method, the Harris-Benedict equation, and the M¨ uller et al.
equation for individuals with BMI < 18.5kg/m 2 in severe
underweight AN patients.
2. Methods
2.1. Subjects. 15 patients (14 females and 1 male) with
AN participated in the study. All patients were voluntarily
and consecutively admitted to the eating disorder inpatient
unit of Villa Garda Hospital during 2010. The patients
were referred from all over Italy by general practitioners or
by outpatients’ eating disorder specialists. Indications for
admission were the failure of less intensive treatments (e.g.,
outpatient treatment) or the presence of an eating disorder
of clinical severity not manageable in an outpatient setting.
Patients with active substance abuse, schizophrenia, and
other psychotic disorders were not included. The indications
and contraindications for the inpatient treatment were eval-
uated during an eligibility interview completed by a senior
specialist in the ﬁeld (RDG). The eating disorder exami-
nation interview (EDE) 12.0D [31]w a su s e dt og e n e r a t e
operational deﬁnitions of the DSM-IV diagnoses of AN [32].
Before participation, written informed consent was
obtained from all subjects (or by the legal guardian for those
less than 18 years old, in accordance with our institution’s
requirements). The protocol was approved by the Institu-
tional Review Board of Villa Garda Hospital, Verona.
2.2. Measurements. Data collection included weight and
height measurement, DXA body composition measurement,
indirect calorimetry with the Douglas bag and the FitMate
methods and Harris-Benedict and the M¨ uller et al. equa-
tions.
2.2.1. Body Weight and Height. Body weight was measured
on a medical balance and height with a stadiometer by a
medical doctor involved in the study. Patients were weighed
wearing only underwear and without shoes before breakfast.
The BMI was determined according to the usual formula of
body weight divided by the squared of height in meters.
2.2.2. Indirect Calorimetry. Indirect calorimetry was per-
formed the second day of admission using the Douglas
bag and the FitMate methods in a single session early in
the morning before breakfast. The day before the test, all
participants consumed with the assistance of a dietitian a
diet of 1,750kcal (protein 21%, carbohydrate 46%, and fat
33%). The order of the two measurements was randomized.
Participants were informed to fast overnight, to avoid
drinking caﬀeinated beverages for at least 12 hours, and to
abstain from physical activity prior the tests. Upon their
arrival in the laboratory, participants rested on a medical
bed with the upper part of the body partially raised (+3/4◦)
and assumed a comfortable position while the instruments
were prepared and calibrated and environmental data were
recorded. Then, after 10 minutes at rest, the measurements
were performed for 11 minutes during which time the
participants were instructed to lay quietly, to remain awake
and to avoid ﬁdgeting and hyperventilating.
The Douglas bag method [33] involves collection of
the expired air in a large impermeable rubber bag and
subsequentvolume and analysisof the expired gases[33, 34].
It has been served as the “gold standard” method for many
studies in the last decades [28, 35–37].
Expired gases were collected by using a mask connected
to a two-way, low-resistance respiratory valve whose expi-
ratory outlet was fed to a 100 liter Douglas bag. After
gas collection, expired gas composition and volume were
assessed using a paramagnetic O2 analyser (Oxynos 100,
Rosemount Analytical, USA), an infrared CO2 meter (Binos
1, Leybold-Heraeus, D), and a dry gas meter (MCS, S.I.M.
Brunt, Italy). Gas analysers were calibrated before each
experimental trial using gas mixtures of known and certiﬁed
composition. ˙ VO2 and ˙ VCO2 in STPD conditions were
calculated by applying standard equations implying the Hal-
dane correction for inspired ventilatory volume. Respiratory
quotient (RQ) was calculated as ˙ VCO2/ ˙ VO2 and on the basis
of the measured values of RQ, the corresponding value of the
energyequivalentofVO2 inkJwascalculated.Then,REEwas
obtained on the basis that 1kcal equals 4,186kJ. Finally, the
daily REE was calculated by applying a simple proportion.
The FitMate is a small device designed for measurement
of oxygen consumption and energy expenditure during rest
and exercise (Cosmed, Rome, Italy). It uses a turbine ﬂow
meter for measuring ventilation and a galvanic fuel cell
O2 sensor for analysing only the fraction of oxygen in
expired gases. It is considered to retain the performance of
a metabolic cart with a standard mixing chamber or canopy.
Sensors measured humidity, temperature, and barometric
pressure for use in internal calculations. The FitMate uses
standard metabolic formulae to calculate oxygen uptake, and
energy expenditure is calculated using a ﬁxed respiratory RQ
of 0.85.
2.2.3. Body Composition. Body composition was assessed by
using DXA (iDXA Luner General Electric) in the third day
of the admission. No special preparation was required, with
the exception that participants wore lightweight clothing for
these measures and did not have any metal accessories.J o u r n a lo fN u t r i t i o na n dM e t a b o l i s m 3
Table 1: Data of the 15 AN patients (14 females and one male)
participating in the study.
Mean ±SD
Anthopometrics
Height (cm) 162.4 ±8.74
Weight (kg) 38.4 ±5.41
BMI (kg/m2)1 4 .5 ±1.45
Age (yr) 24.8 ±9.04
Body composition (DXA)
Fat mass (kg) 3.6 ±2.67
Percent fat mass (%) 9.7 ±6.27
Fat-free mass (kg) 33.1 ±5.08
Percent Free fat mass (%) 85.6 ±5.57
Resting energy expenditure
Douglas bag (kcal/day) 920.5 ±124.02
FitMate (kcal/day) 1007.1 ±140.47
Harris-Benedict equation (kcal/day) 1205.0 ±99.16
M¨ uller et al. equation (kcal/day) 915.1 ±113.39
Abbreviations: BMI: body mass index; DXA: dual-emission X-ray absorp-
tiometry.
2.2.4.PredictiveFormulasofREE. TheHarris-Benedictequa-
tions [22] for women [655 + (9.6 × weight in kg) + (1.8 ×
height in cm) − (4.7 × age in years)] and men [(66.47 +
(13.75 ×weight in kg)+(5.0033 ×height in cm) −(6.755 ×
age in years)], and the M¨ uller et al. equation for individuals
withBMI < 18.5kg/m 2 [26][0.08961×FFM (kg)+0.05662×
FM (kg) + 0.667] × 238.84 were used to estimate REE.
2.3. Statistical Analysis. The Bland-Altman method [38]w a s
used to study the concordance between the Douglas bag
method with the FitMate method, and the Harris-Benedict,
and M¨ uller et al. equations. The z-test was used to evaluate
whether the mean of the diﬀerences between the values
obtained by the three methods, with respect to Douglas bag,
was or was not signiﬁcantly diﬀerent from zero [39]. The
sametestwasalsoutilisedtoevaluatewhethertherespiratory
quotient obtained with Douglas bag was signiﬁcantly diﬀer-
ent from the ﬁxed value of 0.85 utilised in the calculations
by the FitMate method. Furthermore, the Wilcoxon signed-
rankstest wasperformedtocomparethemean REEvaluesof
the Douglas bag method with those of the FitMate method,
then with those of the Harris-Benedict equation, and ﬁnally
with those of the M¨ uller et al. equation. Equations and the
eﬀect sizes, using the Cohen’s d, were calculated [40].
3. Results
Table 1 shows the 15 participants’ data, with data sum-
marized for age, height, weight, BMI, and REE values.
A g er a n g e df r o m1 5t o4 5y e a r s ,a n dB M Ir a n g e df r o m
11.96kg/m2 to 16.9kg/m2, with 60% of participants having
aB M I< 15kg/m2.
Figure 1 shows the Bland-Altman plots reporting the
diﬀerences between REE values measured with Douglas bag
Table 2: REE measured in each participant with FitMate and
Douglas bag together with individual values of RQ.
Subjects REE FitMate
kcal/day
REE Douglas
kcal/day RQ Douglas
1 1061 1001 0.752
2 788 981 0.869
3 1014 985 0.855
4 1001 892 0.860
5 1252 1019 0.977
6 791 1035 0.873
7 875 787 0.886
8 918 728 0.817
9 1166 652 0.986
10 989 1061 0.823
11 969 849 0.877
12 978 868 0.928
13 959 903 0.843
14 1110 1049 0.932
15 1236 998 1.000
and those obtained by using the other methods (FitMate
method and Harris-Benedict and M¨ uller et al. equations
from top to bottom). The mean of the diﬀerences between
the REE values estimated with Harris-Benedict equation and
those measured with Douglas bag (bias = 284kcal/day)
was signiﬁcantly diﬀerent from zero (6.990; P<0.005).
Precision amounted to 158kcal/day and the 95% limits
of agreement ranged from 600 to −30kcal/day. For the
other two comparisons, the means of diﬀerences were not
signiﬁcantlydiﬀerentfromzero.(FitMatemethod−Douglas
bag method = 1.85; M¨ uller et al. equation−Douglas bag
method = −0.125). Bias for the FitMate versus Douglas
bags was −87kcal/day, and precision (SD) turned out to be
181kcal/day. In turn, the 95% limits of agreement ranged
from 448 to −275kcal/day. As far as the M¨ uller and Douglas
Bag comparison is concerned, the values were −5kcal/day ,
155kcal/day, and 305/−310kcal/day, for bias, precision, and
limits of agreement, respectively.
In Table 2, the data of REE measured with the two
systems utilised for IC of RQ obtained with the Douglas bag
are reported for each participant in the study. RQ measured
withDouglasbagwasontheaverageequalto0.88 ±0.07and
turned out to be not signiﬁcantly diﬀerent (P>0.3) from
0.85, namely, the ﬁxed value of RQ assumed by FitMate for
calculations.
The Wilcoxon signed-ranks test showed no signiﬁcant
diﬀerences between the mean REE values estimated with the
Douglas bag method and the mean values estimated with the
FitMate method (Z =− 1.70, P = 0.088, eﬀect size = 0.65)
and the M¨ uller et al. equation (Z =− 0.23, P = 0.820,
eﬀect size = 0.04), but signiﬁcant diﬀerences were found
comparing mean REE values estimated with the Douglas bag
method and with the Harris-Benedict equation (mean REE
values: 920.5±124.0 versus 1205.0±99.2, resp., Z =− 3.35,
P = 0.001, eﬀect size = 2.53).4 J o u r n a lo fN u t r i t i o na n dM e t a b o l i s m
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Figure 1: Bland-Altman plots: Diﬀerence in the measurements of REE using: (a) FitMate and Douglas bag; (b) Harrison-Benedict equation
and Douglas bag; (c) M¨ uller equation and Douglas bag.
4. Discussion
The principal ﬁnding of this study on severe underweight
AN patients is that the FitMate method and the M¨ uller et al.
equation gave an acceptable REE estimation, while the
Harris-Benedict equation overestimated the REE, when
compared with the Douglas bag method.
The principal strengths of the study are the use of the
Douglas bag method, the DXA, and the EDE interview,
three instruments considered the gold standard to assess
REE, body composition, and eating disorder diagnosis,
respectively. Limitations of the study include the small
number of participants, a common problem when studying
rare disorder as AN, and the absence of a control group and
of longitudinal evaluation. In addition, since patients were
tested in a single session, reliability of the single methods for
estimating REE was neither evaluated nor quantiﬁed.
Participants in the study had severe underweight (mean
BMI 14.5kg/m2), marked reduction of FM (mean FM%
9.70), and low REE (mean REE 920.00kcal/day estimated
with Douglas bag method). These data conﬁrm that patients
with AN admitted in specialist inpatient units have a
condition of severe underweight [41] and, as previously
reported [42], a marked loss of FM. They also show that
the underweight and the alteration of body composition are
associated with an hypometabolic status as consequence of
the adaptation to undereating and underweight [19].
Our data conﬁrm that Harris-Benedict equation overes-
timates the REE in underweight patients with AN [15, 16,
23] and that it should not be used with this population.
Using the Harris-Benedict equation to assess the energy
need for refeeding underweight AN patients may led to
prescribe an excessive energy intake that increase the risk to
produce severe negative consequences, such as the refeeding
syndrome[20].Thissyndromemayincludeminorcomplica-
tions (e.g., transient pedal edema) or serious complications
requiring immediate care (e.g., a prolonged QT interval
or hypophosphatemia with associated weakness, confusion,
progressive neuromuscular dysfunction, and cardiovascular
collapse) [43].
The good news of our data, if conﬁrmed by other studies,
is that REE expenditure in underweight AN patients may be
estimate with discrete accuracy, after just one day of refeed-
ing,bytheFitMatemethod,andbytheM¨ ulleretal.equation.
The FitMate method, in comparison with the Douglas bag
method, is inexpensive, does not requires skilled technicians,
and can be used by a wide variety of health professionals
to determine the energy need of underweight AN patients.
The results reported in the present study conﬁrm and extend
those obtained on 60 not underweight healthy adults (N =
30 males, N = 30 females), where no signiﬁcant diﬀerences
between Douglas bag method and FitMate method for
oxygen consumption and REE were found [28]. However,J o u r n a lo fN u t r i t i o na n dM e t a b o l i s m 5
the moderate eﬀect size (0.65) of our comparison indicates
the need of a bigger sample size to conﬁrm this conclusion.
FitMate utilizes in the calculations a ﬁxed value of RQ set
equal to 0.85. Similar devices have shown a poor agreement
between REE calculated by assuming a constant and ﬁxed
value of RQ (0.85) and that calculated by means of Deltatrac,
which was considered wellestablished as a valid and reliable
criterion reference system [29]. Speciﬁcally, if we do not
consider VCO2,w ea r ep r o n et ou n d e r e s t i m a t eo fR E Ew h e n
RQ is between 0.85 and 1.00 and to overestimate it if RQ
i sb e t w e e n0 . 7 0a n d0 . 8 5[ 44]. This might have brought
about systematic underestimation of REE in our population,
because AN patients seem to be characterized by elevated
RQ values larger than 0.85 [29]. However, while previous
studies tested participants in severe caloric restriction, our
participantshavebeentestedafter24hoursofrefeeding.This
may explain why the mean RQ of our participants was not
signiﬁcantly larger than 0.85 even though eleven patients out
of ﬁfteen had an RQ larger than 0.85. Our data are in agree-
ment with those presented in AN patients after one week of
refeeding and characterized by BMI overlapping those of our
population[45].Inaddition,althoughFitMateinthepresent
caseseemedtooverestimate(andnottounderestimate)REE,
REE values measured with the two approaches were not
signiﬁcantly diﬀerent. Also, in this case, however, the small
sample size, coupled with the inherent inaccuracy of the
experimental data, prevents us to draw any clear conclusion
and conﬁrm the prediction of the underestimation of REE
when assuming a ﬁxed RQ of 0.85 with the FitMate.
The M¨ uller et al. equation is another method that may be
used in eating disorder units to estimate REE. This because
the DXA, measuring the FM and the FFM required by the
M¨ uller et al. equation, is a widely used in eating disorder
units to assess the bone mineral density of underweight
patients [46].
In conclusion, our data support the use of the FitMate
method and the M¨ uller et al. Equation, but not the Harris-
Benedict equation, to estimate REE in severe AN patients
after short-term refeeding.
References
[1] W. T. Donahoo, J. A. Levine, and E. L. Melanson, “Variability
in energy expenditure and its components,” Current Opinion
in Clinical Nutrition & Metabolic Care, vol. 7, no. 6, pp. 599–
605, 2004.
[2] E. Ravussin and C. Bogardus, “A brief overview of human
energy metabolism and its relationship to essential obesity,”
American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 55, supplement 1,
pp. 242S–245S, 1992.
[3] J. C. Melchior, D. Rigaud, R. Rozen, D. Malon, and M. Apfel-
baum, “Energy expenditure economy induced by decrease in
lean body mass in anorexia nervosa,” European Journal of
Clinical Nutrition, vol. 43, no. 11, pp. 793–799, 1989.
[ 4 ]N .V a i s m a n ,M .C o r e y ,M .F .R o s s i ,E .G o l d b e r g ,a n dP .
Pencharz, “Changes in body composition during refeeding of
patients with anorexia nervosa,” Journal of Pediatrics, vol. 113,
no. 5, pp. 925–929, 1988.
[5] H. Ljunggren, D. Ikkos, and R. Luft, “Basal metabolism in
womenwithobesityandanorexianervosa, ”TheBritishJournal
of Nutrition, vol. 15, pp. 21–34, 1961.
[6] R. C. Casper, D. A. Schoeller, R. Kushner, J. Hnilicka, and S.
T. Gold, “Total daily energy expenditure and activity level in
anorexia nervosa,” American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol.
53, no. 5, pp. 1143–1150, 1991.
[7] L. Scalﬁ, G. Di Biase, C. Sapio, A. Coltorti, and F. Contaldo,
“Bioimpedance analysis and resting energy expenditure in
undernourished and refed anorectic patients,” European Jour-
nal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 47, no. 1, pp. 61–67, 1993.
[8] P. Platte, K. M. Pirke, P. Trimborn, K. Pietsch, J. C. Krieg,
and M. M. Fichter, “Resting metabolic rate and total energy
expenditure in acute and weight recovered patients with
anorexia nervosa and in healthy young women,” International
Journal of Eating Disorders, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 45–52, 1994.
[9] A. Polito, M. Cuzzolaro, A. Raguzzini, L. Censi, and A.
Ferro-Luzzi,“Bodycompositionchangesinanorexianervosa,”
European Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 52, no. 9, pp. 655–
662, 1998.
[10] J.Schebendach, “The useofindirectcalorimetry intheclinical
management of adolescents with nutritional disorders,” Ado-
lescent Medicine, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 77–85, 2003.
[11] N.Vaisman,M.F.Rossi,E.Goldberg, L.J.Dibden,L.J.Wykes,
and P. B. Pencharz, “Energy expenditure and body composi-
tion in patients with anorexia nervosa,” Journal of Pediatrics,
vol. 113, no. 5, pp. 919–924, 1988.
[12] W. D. van Marken Lichtenbelt, G. A. K. Heidendal, and K.
R. Westerterp, “Energy expenditure and physical activity in
relation to bone mineral density in women with anorexia
nervosa,” European Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 51, no.
12, pp. 826–830, 1997.
[13] C. Bossu, B. Galusca, S. Normand et al., “Energy expenditure
adjusted for body composition diﬀerentiates constitutional
thinness from both normal subjects and anorexia nervosa,”
American Journal of Physiology, vol. 292, no. 1, pp. E132–E137,
2007.
[ 1 4 ]J .R u s s e l l ,L .A .B a u r ,P .J .V .B e u m o n te ta l . ,“ A l t e r e de n e r g y
metabolism in anorexia nervosa,” Psychoneuroendocrinology,
vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 51–63, 2001.
[15] D. D. Krahn, C. L. Rock, R. E. Dechert, K. K. Nairn, and S.
A. Hasse, “Changes in resting energy expenditure and body
composition in anorexia nervosa patients during refeeding,”
Journal of the American Dietetic Association,v o l .9 3 ,n o .4 ,p p .
434–438, 1993.
[ 1 6 ]C .C u e r d a ,A .R u i z ,C .V e l a s c o ,I .B r e t ´ o n ,M .C a m b l o r ,
and P. Garc´ ıa-Peris, “How accurate are predictive formulas
calculating energy expenditure in adolescent patients with
anorexia nervosa?” Clinical Nutrition, vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 100–
106, 2007.
[17] J. E. Dellava, P. Policastro, and D. J. Hoﬀman, “Energy
metabolism and body composition in long-term recovery
from anorexia nervosa,” International Journal of Eating Disor-
ders, vol. 42, no. 5, pp. 415–421, 2009.
[18] A. T. Miller Jr. and C. S. Blyth, “Lean body mass as a metabolic
reference standard,” Journal of Applied Physiology, vol. 5, no. 7,
pp. 311–316, 1953.
[19] M.deZwaan,Z.Aslam,andJ.E.Mitchell,“Researchonenergy
expenditure in individuals with eating disorders: a review,”
International Journal of Eating Disorders,v o l .3 2 ,n o .2 ,p p .
127–134, 2002.
[20] P. S. Mehler, A. B. Winkelman, D. M. Andersen, and J. L.
Gaudiani, “Nutritional rehabilitation: practical guidelines for6 J o u r n a lo fN u t r i t i o na n dM e t a b o l i s m
refeeding the anorectic patient,” Journal of Nutrition and
Metabolism, vol. 2010, Article ID 625782, p. 7, 2010.
[21] L. E. Matarese, “Indirect calorimetry: technical aspects,”
Journal of the American Dietetic Association, vol. 97, no. 10, pp.
S154–160, 1997.
[22] J. A. Harris and F. G. Benedict, A Biometric Study of Basal
Metabolism in Man Publication no 279, Carnegie Institution
of Washington, Washington, DC, USA, 1919.
[23] M. Marra, A. Polito, E. De Filippo et al., “Are the general
equations to predict BMR applicable to patients with anorexia
nervosa?” Eating and Weight Disorders, vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 53–59,
2002.
[24] J. Schebendach, N. H. Golden, M. S. Jacobson et al., “Indirect
calorimetry in the nutritional management of eating disor-
ders,” International Journal of Eating Disorders,v o l .1 7 ,n o .1 ,
pp. 59–66, 1995.
[25] L. Scalﬁ, M. Marra, E. De Filippo, G. Caso, F. Pasanisi,
and F. Contaldo, “The prediction of basal metabolic rate in
female patients with anorexia nervosa,” International Journal
of Obesity, vol. 25, no. 3, pp. 359–364, 2001.
[26] M. J. M¨ uller, A. Bosy-Westphal, S. Klaus et al., “World Health
Organization equations have shortcomings for predicting
resting energy expenditure in persons from a modern, aﬄuent
population: generation of a new reference standard from a
retrospective analysis of a German database of resting energy
expenditure,” The American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol.
80, no. 5, pp. 1379–1390, 2004.
[ 2 7 ]E .L .M e l a n s o n ,L .B .C o e l h o ,Z .V .T r a n ,H .A .H a u g e n ,J .T .
Kearney, and J. O. Hill, “Validation of the BodyGemTM hand-
held calorimeter,” International Journal of Obesity, vol. 28, no.
11, pp. 1479–1484, 2004.
[28] D. C. Nieman, M. D. Austin, L. Benezra et al., “Validation of
cosmed’s FitMateTM in measuring oxygen consumption and
estimatingrestingmetabolicrate,”ResearchinSportsMedicine,
vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 89–96, 2006.
[29] J. Hlynsky, C. L. Birmingham, M. Johnston, and S. Gritzner,
“The agreement between the MedGem indirect calorimeter
and a standard indirect calorimeter in anorexia nervosa,”
Eating and Weight Disorders, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. e83–87, 2005.
[30] J. A. Cooper, A. C. Watras, M. J. O’Brien et al., “Assessing
validity and reliability of resting metabolic rate in six gas
analysis systems,” Journal of the American Dietetic Association,
vol. 109, no. 1, pp. 128–132, 2009.
[31] C. G. Fairburn and Z. Cooper, “The eating disorder examina-
tion,” in Binge Eating: Nature, Assessment, and Treatment,C .
G. Fairburn and G. T. Wilson, Eds., pp. 317–360, The Guilford
Press, New York, NY, USA, 12th edition, 1993.
[32] American Psychiatric Association, Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual of Mental Disorders, American Psychiatric Associa-
tion, Washington, DC, USA, 4th edition, 1994.
[33] C. G. Douglas, “A method for determining the total respira-
tory exchange in man,” The Journal of Physiology, vol. 42, pp.
1–2, 1911.
[34] C.G. Douglas and J.G. Priestly, Human Physiology: A Practical
Course, Clarendon Press, Oxford, UK, 1948.
[35] J.CarterandA.E.Jeukendrup,“Validityandreliabilityofthree
commercially available breath-by-breath respiratory systems,”
European Journal of Applied Physiology, vol. 86, no. 5, pp. 435–
441, 2002.
[36] G. J. W. M. Rietjens, H. Kuipers, A. D. M. Kester, and H. A.
Keizer, “Validation of a computerized metabolic measurement
system (Oxycon-Pro) during low and high intensity exer-
cise,” International Journal of Sports Medicine, vol. 22, no. 4,
pp. 291–294, 2001.
[37] M. A. Brehm, J. Harlaar, and H. Groepenhof, “Validation
of the portable VmaxST system for oxygen-uptake measure-
ment,” Gait & Posture, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 67–73, 2004.
[38] J. M. Bland and D. G. Altman, “Statistical methods for assess-
ingagreementbetweentwomethodsofclinicalmeasurement,”
The Lancet, vol. 1, no. 8476, pp. 307–310, 1986.
[39] W. W. Daniel, Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis in the
Health Sciences, John Wiley & Sons, New York, NY, USA, 5th
edition, 1991.
[40] J. Cohen, Statistical Power Analysis for Behavioural Sciences,
Routledge Academic, Oxford, UK, 2nd edition, 1988.
[41] W. Vandereycken, “Inpatient treatment of anorexia ner-
vosa: some research-guided changes,” Journal of Psychiatric
Research, vol. 19, no. 2-3, pp. 413–422, 1985.
[42] K. P. Kerruish, J. O’Connor, I. R. J. Humphries et al., “Body
composition in adolescents with anorexia nervosa,” American
Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 75, no. 1, pp. 31–37, 2002.
[43] J. Yager and A. E. Andersen, “Anorexia nervosa,” The New
England Journal of Medicine, vol. 353, no. 14, pp. 1481–1488,
2005.
[44] K. E. Holdy, “Monitoring energy metabolism with indirect
calorimetry: instruments, interpretation, and clinical applica-
tion,” Nutrition in Clinical Practice, vol. 19, no. 5, pp. 447–454,
2004.
[45] V. van Wymelbeke, L. Brondel, J. M. Brun, and D. Rigaud,
“Factors associated with the increase in resting energy expen-
diture during refeeding in malnourished anorexia nervosa
patients,” American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, vol. 80, no.
6, pp. 1469–1477, 2004.
[46] AmericanPsychiatricAssociation,“Treatmentofpatientswith
eating disorders, third edition,” The American Journal of
Psychiatry, vol. 163, supplement 7, pp. 4–54, 2006.